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Response to Comment #19 - Letter
Kirk Veale

Comment Response
Number
19-A See response 3-A

As for Soundwall No. 12, located at 88 Scenic Avenue, if the majority of the
adjacent, impacted property owners behind the proposed wall are interested in
having it built, Caltrans is obligated to build it.

19-B Reference is made to Section 5443(b) of the Outdoor Advertising Act, Business
and Provisions Code, which state the following: Nothing in the article prohibits
(b) “Any governmental entity from entering into a relocation agreement pursuant
to Section 5412 or the department from allowing any legally permitted display to
be increased in height at its permitted location if a noise attenuation barrier has
been erected in from the of the display and that relocated display or that action
of the department would not cause a reduction in federal aid highway funds as
provided in Section 131 of Title 23 of the United States Code or an increase in
the number of displays within the jurisdiction of a governmental entity which
does not conform to this article.  Any increase in height permitted under this
subdivision shall not be more than that necessary to restore the visibility of the
display to the main-traveled highway”.  Thus if the billboard is legally permitted
by Caltrans and is a conforming display in all respects (zoning, spacing, etc.) the
company can raise the height at their expense.  Please note that complying with
Caltrans standards does not relieve the affected parties of complying with local
ordinances.

19-C See response to 27 A-K
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